Ixii         The Referendum in Belgium

judgment willjbe as unbiassed as that of a stranger
who has only arrived in the country the evening
before. It is a curious mistake, for it is obvious
that the vote of the electors will be a party, and not
a theory vote. The electors are instructed by party
journals; they attend party meetings, they belong to
party associations, they have fought for years on the
the side of a party, and have debated the party pro-
gramme within their circle. Is it likely that the
elector will be able suddenly to put off "the old
man " when a consultation occurs, and learn to think
in a new manner ? Will not even the most thoughtful
and least prejudiced men hesitate before separating
themselves from the flag which they habitually follow?
The idea is to divide political programmes, but will
not these men see a close connection, either logical or
historical, between questions which are supposed to
be separable ?

The supporters of the referendum think that it will
be easy to determine whether the discord between
the nation and Parliament exists on a whole series of
questions or on some special one only. They forget,
however, that party programmes are often regarded
by the electors in the light of pieces of cloth which
have still to be made up. They are the expression of
certain tendencies which will be curtailed or developed
at length according to circumstances. They include
also traditional questions, as well -as local questions
and questions of organisation. All the articles in the
programme do not possess the same characteristics of
urgency and importance at any one given moment,
but they are all connected by ties of principle or
interest. The political crock is always on the bubble,